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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Applicant claims, "training a detector by determining a value 
for a sensitivity parameter using the plurality of sequences." Applicant fails to describe 
the purpose or use of determining a value in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

With regards to Claim 1 , The claims are directed to a judicial exception; as such, 
pursuant to the Interim Guidelines on Patent Eligible Subject Matter (MPEP 2106)), the 
claims must have either physical transformation and/or a useful, concrete and tangible 
result. The claims fail to include transformation from one physical state to another. 
Although, the claims appear useful and concrete, there does not appear to be a tangible 
result claimed. Merely determining a value for a sensitivity parameter using the plurality 
of sequences would not appear to be sufficient to constitute a tangible result, since the 
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outcome of the determining a value for a sensitivity parameter using the plurality of 
sequences step has not been used in a disclosed practical application nor made 
available in such a manner that its usefulness in a disclosed practical application can be 
realized. As such, the subject matter of the claims is not patent eligible. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-12, 14-23, 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Boerner et al. (US 2003/0009399). 

With regards to Claim 1 , 12, 15, 17, 22, 25, and 27 Boerner teaches a processor- 
based method comprising: 

receiving a data stream comprising a plurality of temporally ordered data points 
(Figure 1 , Paragraph 34); 

generating a plurality of sequences from a first portion of the data stream (Figure 
1 , Paragraph 34-36); and 

training a detector by determining a value for a sensitivity parameter using the 
plurality of sequences (Figure 1 , Paragraph 18) . 

With regards to Claim 3, 19, 26, Boerner teaches a method wherein running the 
detector comprises: 
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generating a score corresponding to tine second portion of the data stream 
(Paragraph 39-40); 

comparing the score to the determined value for the sensitivity parameter; and 
signaling detection (Paragraph 18). 

With regards to Claim 2 and 16, Boerner teaches the method comprising running 
the detector on a second portion of the data stream (Paragraph 34-36). 

With regards to Claim 4 and 18, Boerner teaches the method wherein training the 
detector by determining the value for the sensitivity parameter comprises selecting the 
value for the sensitivity parameter based on a target level for an estimated performance 
characteristic of the detector (Figure 1 , Paragraph 43). 

With regards to Claim 5, Boerner teaches the method wherein training the 
detector by determining the value for the sensitivity parameter comprises: 

generating a score for each of the plurality of sequences (Paragraph 39-40); and 

selecting the value for the sensitivity parameter based on the scores (Paragraph 

18). 

With regards to Claim 6, Boerner teaches the method wherein generating the 
plurality of sequences comprises: 

inferring a statistical distribution of a known type to characterize the first portion 
of the data stream (Paragraph 43); and 

generating the plurality of sequences from the statistical distribution (Paragraph 
43-45). 
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With regards to Claim 7, Boerner teaches the method wherein the statistical 
distribution is a discrete distribution containing data points from the first portion of the 
data stream, and wherein generating the plurality of sequences from the statistical 
distribution comprises selecting data points from the discrete distribution (Paragraph 43- 
45). 

With regards to Claim 8, 28, Boerner teaches the method wherein inferring a 
known type of distribution comprises determining a set of parameters corresponding to 
the known type of statistical distribution (Paragraph 43-45). 

With regards to Claim 9, Boerner teaches the method wherein generating the 
plurality of sequences comprises: 

selecting a change based on a distribution of change (Paragraph 43-45); and 

generating a changed sequence based on the selected change (Paragraph 43- 

45). 

With regards to Claim 10, Boerner teaches the method wherein the value of the 
sensitivity parameter comprises determining a plurality of values for the sensitivity 
parameter using the plurality of sequences (Paragraph 18). 

With regards to Claim 11, Boerner teaches the method wherein determining the 
value of the sensitivity parameter comprises calculating a transformation of a second of 
the plurality of values for the sensitivity parameter (Paragraph 18, 43-46). 

With regards to Claims 14, 20-21 , and 23, Boerner teaches the method 
comprising raising an alarm when a respective detector signals detection when 
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parameterized by the respective sensitivity parameter and run on a second portion of a 
sufficient set of data streams (Paragraph 18, "indicator"). 

With regards to Claim 29, Boerner teaches system wherein for detecting 
comprises means for detecting an interesting event in a parameter of the plurality of 
distributions (Paragraph 43-46, 54 "trend"). 

With regards to Claim 30, Boerner teaches the system comprising means for 
injecting a change into the first portion of the data stream (Paragraph 34-36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 13 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Boerner (US 2003/0009399) in view of Cox et al. (5,734,592). 

Regarding claims 13 and 24, Boerner teaches all the limitations discussed 
above, however Boerner does not teach a method for determining the value for the 
sensitivity parameter comprises determining the value for the sensitivity parameter at 
lease partially on cost parameters. 

Cox teaches a method for determining the value for the sensitivity parameter 
comprises determining the value for the sensitivity parameter at least partially on cost 
parameters (Claims, Column 1 1 , Claim 2). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include teaches a method for determining the value for the 
sensitivity parameter comprises determining the value for the sensitivity parameter at 
lease partially on cost parameters as taught by Cox into Boerner for the purpose of 
providing increase in operational time. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed September 19, 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. With regards to the 112, second paragraph rejection. Applicant 
claims, "training a detector by determining a value for a sensitivity parameter using the 
plurality of sequences." Applicant fails to describe the purpose or use of determining a 
value in the claim. 

Claim 1 is directed towards a method for determining a value for a sensitivity 

parameter using the plurality of sequences, the claim does not seem to be tied to a 
particular machine or transform a particular article (In re Bilski, F.3d (Fed. Cir. 2008) (en 
banc)). 

As explained in the Interim Guidelines, the first step in determining whether a 
claim recites patent eligible subject matter is to determine whether the claim falls within 
one of the four statutory categories of invention recited in 35 USC 1 01 : process, 
machine, manufacture, and composition of matter. The latter three categories define 
"things" or "products," while a "process" consists of a series of steps or acts to be 
performed. For purposes of 35 USC 101, a "process" has been given a specialized, 
limited meaning by the courts. 
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Based on recent Federal Circuit decisions, a 35 USC 101 process must (1) be 
tied to another statutory class (such as a particular apparatus) or (2) transform 
underlying subject matter (such as an article or materials) to a different state of thing. If 
neither of these requirements is met by the claim, the method is not a patent eligible 
process under 35 USC 101 , therefore claim 1 is directed towards nonstatutory subject 
matter. 

With regards to Claims 1,15, 22, 25, and 27, applicant argues that Boerner fails 
to teach or suggest generating a plurality of sequences from a first portion of a data 
stream. 

Boerner teaches generating a plurality of sequences from a first portion of a data 
stream shown in Paragraph 34. A plurality of time series data sets can be broadly 
interpreted as a plurality of sequences. 

Applicant further argues that Boerner fails to teach or suggest determining a 
sensitivity parameter based on the plurality of sequences. 

Boerner teaches determining a sensitivity parameter based on the plurality of 
sequences as shown in Paragraph 18. Boerner describes a threshold are based on the 
outputs of the time series data which broadly interpreted is a plurality of sequenced 
data. 

Applicant is reminded that during patent examination, the pending claims must 
be "given the broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." 
Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and 
broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued. 
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will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 
162 USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

While the meaning of claims of issued patents are interpreted in light of the 
specification, prosecution history, prior art and other claims, this is not the mode of 
claim interpretation to be applied during examination. During examination, the claims 
must be interpreted as broadly as their terms reasonably allowed. This means that the 
words of the claim must be given their plain meaning unless applicant has provided a 
clear definition in the specification. In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321, 13 USPQ2d 1320, 
1322 (Fed.Cir. 1989). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SUJOY K. KUNDU whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8586. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Drew Dunn can be reached on 571-272-2312. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



IS. K. K./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2863 



/Tung S. Lau/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2863 
January 7, 2009 



